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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5,7-11,14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kungetal. US 6384811 B1. 

With respect to claim 1 , Kung et al. teaches (fig. 6) a portable computer (not labeled) 
comprising a base (3), a lid (2), a first link (40) hinged to the base (3) about a first axis at a first 
position, and hinged to the lid (2) about a second axis; and a second link (42) hinged to the 
base (3) about a third axis at a second position, and hinged to the lid (2) about a fourth axis, 
(Column 3. Lines 65-67 & Column 4, Lines 1-8). 

Kung et al. lacks a distance between the first position and the second position, being shorter 
than one half the length of the base. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to reposition the links indicated at by Kung et al., in order to provide an alternate 
equivalent means of providing a support structure for the lid. Repositioning the links will still 
provide the same support for a lid in a portable computer. 

With respect to claim 2, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 7) the first (40) and second link (42) situated 
to position an edge of the display (2) a distance from a first edge of the base (3) towards a 
second opposite edge of the base, when the lid (2) is in an unfolded position (Column 3, Lines 
65-67 & Column 4, Lines 1-20). 
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With respect to claim 3, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 6) the first link (40) is pivotally coupled to the 
first edge of the base (3), and the second link (42) is pivotally coupled to the base (3) between 
the first link (40) and the second edge of the base (3) (Column 3, Lines 65-67 & Column 4, 
Lines 1-20). 

With respect to claim 4, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 7) in the unfolded position, a distance 
between the first link (40) pivotally coupled to the base (3) and second link (42) pivotally 
coupled to the base (3), is less than a distance between the bottom of the lid (2) and the first 
edge of the base (3). 

With respect to claims 5,1 1 & 16 respectively, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 6) the apparatus is 
mobile computer system (not labeled). 

With respect to claim 7, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 7) a portable computer (not labeled) 
comprising a base (3); a Lid (2); a first link (40) pivotally coupled to the base (3) and pivotally 
coupled to the lid (2); and a second link (42) pivotally coupled to the base (3) and pivotally 
coupled to the lid (2), the first and second link (40,42) positioned to position an edge of the 
display (2) a distance from a first edge of the base (3) towards a second opposite edge of the 
base (3), when the lid (2) is in an unfolded position. 

Kung et al. lacks a distance between the first position and the second position, being shorter 
than one half the length of the base. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to reposition the links indicated at by Kung et al., in order to provide an alternate 
equivalent means of providing a support structure for the lid. Repositioning the links will still 
provide the same support for a lid in a portable computer. 

With respect to claim 8, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 7) the first link (40) has a length greater than 
the second link (42). 
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With respect to claim 9, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 7) the first link (40) is pivotally coupled to first 
edge of the base (3), and the second link (42) is situated between the first link (40) and the 
second edge of the base (3). 

With respect to claim 10, Kung e al. teaches (fig. 7) in the unfolded position, a distance 
between the first link (40) pivotally coupled to the base (3) and second link (42) pivotally 
coupled to the base (3), is less than a distance between the bottom of the lid and the first edge 
of the base. 

With respect to claim 11, Kung et al. teaches (fig, 6) the apparatus is mobile computer system 
(not labeled). 

With respect to claim 14, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 6) a portable computer (not labeled) 
comprising a base (3); a lid (2); a first link (40) pivotally coupled to a first edge of the base (3) 
at a first position and pivotally coupled to lid (2). a first distance from an edge of the lid (2); and 
a second link (40) pivotally coupled to the base (3) at a second position, a second distance from 
the first link (40), and pivotally coupled to an edge of the lid (2). 

Kung et al. lacks a distance between the first position and the second position, being shorter 
than one half the length of the base. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to reposition the links indicated at by Kung et al., in order to provide an alternate 
equivalent means of providing a support structure for the lid. Repositioning the links will still 
provide the same support for a lid in a portable computer. 

With respect to claim 15, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 7) the first link (40) and second link (42) are 
coupled to the base (3) and lid (2), to position the edge of the lid (2) a third distance from the 
first edge of the base (3) towards a second opposite edge of the base (3), when the lid (2) is in 
an unfolded position. 
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2. Claims 6,12,13, & 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kung 
et al. US 638481 1 B1 in view of Landry et al. US 6654234 B2. 

With respect to claim 6, in regards to all the limitations of claims 1-5 above, Kung et al. 
teaches (fig. 6) the first and second links (40,42) are pivotally coupled to a member section 
(124) of the base (3), the member section pivotally coupled to the base (3). 

Kung et al. does not teach a member section of the base (3), the member section pivotally 
coupled to the base (3). 

Landry et al. teaches (fig. 5) a computing device (10) comprising a member section (124) of a 
base (74), the member section pivotally coupled to a base (74) (Column 4, Lines 59-67 & 
Column 5, Lines 1-21). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to utilize the pivotal member as taught by Landry et al. on the base of Kung et al., in order 
to provide a more pivotal rotation about any desired height and angle desired by the user 
(Column 5, Lines 19-21 of Landry et al.). 

With respect to claims 12 & 17 respectively, in regards to all the limitations of claims 7 & 14- 
16 above, Kung et al. teaches (fig. 6) first and second links (40,42). 

Kung et al, does not teach the first and second links are pivotally coupled to a member 
section of the base. 

Landry et al. teaches (fig. 5) the member section (124) pivotally coupled to a base (74). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to utilize the pivotal member as taught by Landry et al. on the base with coupled links of 
Kung et al., in order to provide a more pivotal rotation about any desired height and angle 
desired by the user (Column 5, Lines 19-21 of Landry et al.). 
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With respect to claim 13, in regards to all the limitations of claim 7 above, Landry et al. 
teaches (fig. 5) the member section (124) pivotally coupled to a base (74). 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-17 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. In regards to the prior art, Kung et al. is relied upon as 
teaching a pair of links (see, fig. 6 & 7 of Kung et al.). The limitation "wherein a distance 
between the first position and the second position is shorter than one half the length of the 
base" was taken into consideration. Upon measuring the actual figure, it appears that the 
distance between the first position and the second position is longer than one half the length of 
the base by a small fraction. The limitation quoted above does not change the scope of claims. 
The art provided by the Kung et al. reads on the claims. One of ordinary skill could reposition 
the linkages and still provide the same support system for the lid. Therefore, the amendment 
does not make the claims patentable over the prior art. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicants' amendment necessitated new grounds of 
rejection. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date 
of this final action. 
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5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ingrid Wright whose telephone numt)er is (571)272-8392. The examiner 
can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynn Feild can be reached on (571)272-2800, ext 35. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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LYNN FEILD 

SUPETwisoRY PATOr ^mm 
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